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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

MONDAY, JULY 2, 2012 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S173586 D052181 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 STATE BUILDING &  

   CONSTRUCTION TRADES  

   COUNCIL OF CALIFORNIA,  

   AFL-CIO v. CITY OF VISTA 

 Opinion filed:  Judgment affirmed in full 

 We affirm the judgment of the Court of Appeal, which in turn affirmed the trial court’s judgment 

denying the Union’s petition for writ of mandate. 

 Majority Opinion by Kennard, J. 

      -- joined by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Baxter, Chin, and Corrigan, JJ. 

 Dissenting Opinion by Werdegar, J. 

      -- joined by Liu, J. 

 Dissenting Opinion by Liu, J. 

      -- joined by Werdegar, J. 

 

 

 S188068 A124763 First Appellate District, Div. 5 SMITH (DONALD) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Opinion filed:  Judgment reversed 

 Under section 1382, when one codefendant’s trial is continued to a date within section 1382’s 10-

day grace period, the state’s strong interests in joinder provide good cause to continue the trial for 

all properly joined codefendants to the same date within the 10-day period.  Therefore, the trial 

court did not abuse its discretion in continuing Smith’s trial to a date within the 10-day period in 

order to permit Smith and Sims to be tried in a single joint trial.  The judgment of the Court of 

Appeal is reversed. 

 Majority Opinion by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J. 

      -- joined by Kennard, Baxter, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ. 

 Concurring Opinion by Werdegar, J. 

 

 

 S195367   ALISAL WATER  

   CORPORATION v.  

   CALIFORNIA PUBLIC  

   UTILITIES COMMISSION 

 Petition ordered withdrawn 

 Pursuant to written request of petitioner, the above-entitled petition for writ of review is ordered 

withdrawn. 
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 S203713 C067309 Third Appellate District JUROR NUMBER ONE v. S.C.  

   (ROYSTER) 

 Stay order filed 

 Pending final determination of the petition for review filed herein, the juror misconduct 

proceedings pending in the Sacramento County Superior Court, case no. 08F0979, are hereby 

stayed. 

 

 

 S057242   PEOPLE v. SPENCER  

   (CHRISTOPHER ALAN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Emry J. Allen’s representation that he anticipates 

filing the appellant’s reply brief by January 1, 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in 

which to file that brief is granted to August 28, 2012.  After that date, only two further extensions 

totaling about 120 additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S095223   PEOPLE v. BLOOM  

   (ROBERT MAURICE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Michael R. Johnsen’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by November 2, 2012, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to September 4, 2012.  After 

that date, only one further extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated. 

 

 

 S113962   PEOPLE v. PARKER  

   (CALVIN LAMONT) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Appellant’s request for relief from default is granted. 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Kathryn K. Andrews’s representation that she 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by January 2013, counsel’s request for an extension 

of time in which to file that brief is granted to August 21, 2012.  After that date, only three further 

extensions totaling about 150 additional days are contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S126387   PEOPLE v. HAZLETT, JR.,  

   (LARRY KUSUTH) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Peter W. Thompson’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by November 16, 2012, counsel’s 
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request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to September 14, 2012.  After 

that date, only one further extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S141080   PEOPLE v. CAMACHO  

   (ADRIAN GEORGE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Barry Morris’s representation that he anticipates 

filing the appellant’s opening brief by January 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in 

which to file that brief is granted to August 14, 2012.  After that date, only three further 

extensions totaling about 150 additional days are contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S149039   PEOPLE v. AGUAYO  

   (JOSEPH MORENO) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to September 4, 2012. 

 

 

 S167108   WATSON (PAUL GREGORY)  

   ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Geraldine S. Russell’s representation that she 

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by 

September 15, 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is 

granted to September 11, 2012.  After that date, only six further extensions totaling about 360 

additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S197391   DOOLIN (KEITH ZON) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Michael R. Levine’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by 

October 26, 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is 

granted to August 28, 2012.  After that date, only one further extension totaling about 60 

additional days is contemplated. 
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 S198434 B229615 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 PEOPLE v. DAVIS  

   (ZACHARY EDWARD) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

the answer brief is extended to August 29, 2012. 

 

 

 S203076 B235491/B236084 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 KINECTA ALTERNATIVE  

     FINANCIAL SOLUTIONS,  

     INC. v. S.C. (MALONE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of real party in interest and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to 

serve and file the reply to answer to petition for review is extended to July 6, 2012. 

 

 

 S174886   PEOPLE v. MADISON  

   (RICKY RENE) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Jeanne Keevan-Lynch is hereby appointed 

to represent appellant Ricky Rene Madison for the direct appeal in the above automatic appeal 

now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S097558   PEOPLE v. GARTON (TODD  

   JESSE) 

 Order filed 

 Appellant’s request for relief from default to file the opening brief is granted. 

 

 

 S203708   BORN (MARK DANIEL) v.  

   S.C. (VENTURA ISLE  

   MARINA) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, 

Division Six. 
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 BAR MISC. 4186  IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE 

   OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA 

   FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 1,035) 

 The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who 

have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be 

admitted to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to 

take the oath before a competent officer at another time and place: 

 (SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.) 

 

 



 

 


